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Figure 2: Monthly averages of a) chlorophyll  a, b) temperature and c) nitrate+nitrite calculated from all
5 years of data (2009-2010) from the offshore stations.
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Figure 3. Monthly averages of a) chlorophyll a, b) temperature and c) nitrate+nitrite calculated from
all 5 years of data (2006-2010) from the nearshore stations.
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Figure 4. Surface contour plots of chiorophyll a concentrations (pg/L). Plots for February
and November include only data from the eight offshore stations. Plots for May and August
include data from all 54 stations (nearshore and offshore).
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Figure 6. Results of the Seasonal Kendall Trend analysis for chlo-
rophyll a concentrations. Red dots symbolize increasing trends,
blue dots symbolize no trend in the data and green dots symbolize
decreasing trends.
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Figure 17. Overall trends in water quality as determined by combining the results of the Sea-
sonal Kendall Trend analysis for chlorophyll, temperature, nitrogen and turbidity. Red dots:
stations with an overall degradation in water quality, blue dots: stations where there is no
change, and green dots: stations where water quality conditions are improving.
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